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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

Status 

1 )^| Responsive to communication(s) filed on 28 July 2009 . 
2a )£3 This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^3 Claim(s) 60-90 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 60-90 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) L~H The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 60 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 60-90 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over (Littig et al 
(US005524276A, hereinafter Littig) in view of Ishigami (US006625445B1) and in further view 
of Piosenka et al (US005926756A, hereinafter Piosenka). 

Per claim 60, Littig discloses a method comprising: establishing, at a computing device 
(see figure 4A, item 401), a connection between a first mobile communication device (see item 
401) and the computing device; receiving, at a computing device, a user selection (see figure 6A, 
user keys in and send protocols) of personalized information (repertory directory, and feature set) 
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to transfer from the first mobile communication device to the computing device, and wherein the 
selection is received prior to initiating transfer of the personalized information (see figure 7 and 
corresponding paragraphs); and receiving, at the computing device, the personalized information 
transferred from a memory of the first mobile communication device to a memory of the 
computing device (see figure 7 and item 707). Littig does not teach that the personalized 
information includes at least one of: settings of the first mobile communication device, a 
calendar, a phonebook and a message. Ishigami teaches data transfer between a mobile phone 
and a computer wherein the data is phone directory (see figure 1 item 104, column 3 and lines 
47-57). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the references to ensure that all the user personal information would be 
saved and transfer to the computer. 

Combination of Littig and Ishigami does not teaches receiving user input corresponding 
to a command to initiate transfer of the selected personalized information from the first mobile 
communication device to the computing device wherein the user selection is different from the 
user input corresponding to the command to initiate transfer and wherein the user selection is 
received prior to receiving the command to initiate transfer of the selected personalize 
information and initiating transfer of the selected personalized information in response to the 
receiving the command. Piosenka teaches such user interaction (see figure 5-7 and corresponding 
paragraphs). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time the invention was 
made to combine the teaching of Piosenka with the combination of Littig and Ishigami in order 
to provide the user controlling ability to allow user to interact with the system. 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claims 68, and 74. 
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Per claim 78, Ishigami discloses a method performed by a computing device (see figure 
1 and item 20) comprising: receiving a request to write previously stored personalized 
information stored at the computing device to a mobile communication device (see figure 1 and 
item 10) see figure 6, DATA TRANSFER RQ); displaying a list of a plurality of personalized 
information previously stored at the computing device, , a calendar, a phonebook (phone 
directories) and a message (see column 4 and lines 30-48); receiving a selection of the previously 
stored personalized information from the plurality of previously stored personalized information 
(see column 5 and lines 39-column 6 and lines 40, receiving search for phone directories 
information); and sending the selected previously stored personalized information to the mobile 
communication device (see figure 6 and corresponding paragraphs). Ishigami does not expressly 
teaches that n the plurality of previously stored personalized information includes at least one of: 
settings of the mobile communication device. Littig teaches a mobile communication device is 
able to transfer its information to another one and later the another one is able to transfer data 
information back to the mobile communication device (see figure 4 A and 4C, and corresponding 
paragraphs). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the references to backup information and later retrieve it back. 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claims 83 and 87. 

Per claim 6 1 , Ishigami further teaches that the established connection is a wire- 
based data connection (see figure 1 item 107 and 206). 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claim 69. 
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Per claim 62, Littig further teaches that the selection of the personalized information is 
received by a data transfer application executing on the computing device (see figure 6E and 
corresponding paragraphs). 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claim 70, 75. 

Per claim 63, Littig further teaches sending the personalized information to a second 
mobile communication device (see figure 4c, item 405). 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claim 71 

Per claim 64, Littig further teaches evaluating, at the computing device, the second 
mobile communication device's capabilities (power) to receive the personalized information; and 
modifying, at the computing device, the personalized information in accordance with the second 
mobile communication device's capabilities prior to sending the personalized information to the 
second mobile communication device (see column 2 and lines 13-26). 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claims 72, 76, 79, 84, and 88. 

Per claim 65, Littig further teaches that the second mobile communication device's 
capabilities include a data field size (20 repertory directories) of a data record for storing the 
personalized information (see column 8 and lines 16-21, see figure 6E and item 648). 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claims 73, 77, 80, 85 and 89. 
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Per claim 66, Littig further teaches modifying the personalized information 
includes truncating the personalized information to fit within the data field size of the second 
mobile communication device (see figure 6E, item 649, only 20 repertory locations are copied to 
the second mobile communication device). 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claim 81, 86 and 90. 

Per claim 67, Littig further teaches modifying the personalized information 
includes modifying (converting) a data type of the personalized information (see figure 6E and 
item 638). 

Same arguments apply, mutatis mutandis, to claim 82. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YUWEN PAN whose telephone number is (571)272-7855. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8-5 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Due Nguyen can be reached on 571-272-7503. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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